CD 5 pegea In Burkley file, :8-10; 150-1 


When I first saw CE392 in 1964 1 knew something was wrong with toe first 
£ u f e * 1 ' 13 also wroa G tG9t the otlginsl was not used. I now have the original 
hut it is not at this early-morning moment convenient to make a comrarison. How- 
ever, the CE392 os-prlnted version can be compered with tee FBI's "verba-Mm" 
recopying (CD5:8). 


r .’he first page is missing in the "verbatim" FBI copy. 






• . The opening of CD5:8 states that on November 25, c.J.price advised the 
certificate end statement of medical treatment had been taken with tnem 
by Berkley ana S3 egents end toot the summary had been prepared by Kemp Clark and 
transmitted" by letter dated 11/23. The FBI left out the covering letter, 

Burkley is not important enough to be a J50\ This and the other marked 
popera in the tile are stamped Other Ind & Org** etc* 

***?*> 1?hiot l not examined wi th cere 
inJerean the spring of 1966, I find several things of posatble 


i c j 



^Jerton give toe apot t;» Pros was shot on hie own authority, so are 
we entitled to essune he by then knew? They did hove end had studied Zap. How- 
ever, tala location differs from that the the younger Harper, who now seems to 
piece it farthur west, near the manhole of toe sewer on the south aide of ELM. 

With all the actibity there within 16 minutes, X an not predisposed not, to believe 
Anaerton f s locationing# 




v 


01)5:151 mekes reference to whet ia mtseing here (end- I’ve not seen 
it any -here), the "FBI laboratory letter". Now the report doesn't soy, but I t< 
believe it is a safe assumption that this letter was addressed to Burkley and ’ 
should bo in his files, as it should have been in this one. I will esk the ^ 
Archives for it. 
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' 

these are all the pages referring to or originating with Burkley. 
then there was remarkably little. But we know they are not, for consnicuously 
the receipt he got, in CD371, ia not included. With its content, can taat also 
be an accident? I hove aaked %oads if this is the complete file, knowing it is 
incomplete, ■“e hae not reoponded. I aaked ft the complete file. 

,«♦*, * Another thing difficult to believ# is that there is here no Indication 

either toe FBI or tne Secret Service asked Burkley the questions that, obviously, SU 
should have been eeked of the Preai dent’s physician and of a medical man not of 
tbs hospital staff who was present in the emergency room. Also, one would expect ?' ?A 
to find his account of -shat early shaped up as a heity subject, the kidnapping of 
tae cadaver# This an open affront to Texas law, an open illegality, and the SS* 
at least, had to expect son® possible consequences# But, neither report nor memo* 

While it can be believed that there wes simple mechanical error in omit- 
ting essential evidence from thia file, it should not have happened and it should 

Zl 13 “ lS ° tUnea *» ® other m. X 



